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 Facilitator:
 Alina Bokde,                                      
Executive Director,                               
Los Angeles Neighborhood Land Trust

Welcome and Introductions
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 To provide information about how parks and 
recreational facilities in LA County are 
funded
 To share the results of the first‐ever 
Countywide Park and Recreation Needs 
Assessment
 To provide information about a potential 
park funding ballot measure 

Why We’re Here Today
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 History and Impact of Proposition A (1992, 1996)

 History of Proposition P (2014)

 Countywide Park and Recreation Needs Assessment 
(2015‐2016)

 Potential Park Funding Ballot Measure (2016)

 Next Steps

Agenda
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History of Proposition A
 In 1992 and again in 1996, LA 
County voters approved Proposition 
A to invest in parks and recreation 
projects throughout the county.

 Prop A did two things:

1)  Created the Los Angeles 
County Regional Park and Open 
Space District

2) Approved an annual property 
tax for virtually all parcels of real 
property in LA County
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Impact of Prop A –
Dedicated Local Park Funding

 For the past 24 years, our 
community has relied on this 
local, voter‐approved funding 
to protect and maintain our 
neighborhood parks, outdoor 
spaces, and water resources.

 This $1.5 BILLION investment 
has provided LA County with:
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Dedicated Local Funding is Expiring

 The 1992 Prop A expired in 2015.

 The 1996 Prop A will expire in 
2019.

 With the loss of the 1992 Prop A, 
LA County lost an average of 
$60 million annually.

 If the 1996 Prop A is allowed to 
expire, that’s an additional
$21 million lost annually.
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 Because of Prop A’s impending expiration, the 
County Board of Supervisors placed 
Proposition P on the ballot in 2014 to renew 
countywide park funding.

Proposition P (2014)

 Prop P received 62% voter support, just 
short of the 66% needed for passage.

✓
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 One of the main critiques of Prop P was that there was no 
public process for identifying park projects to be 
prioritized for funding.

Need to Identify Park Needs

 Therefore, in February 2015, 
Supervisors Michael D. 
Antonovich and Mark Ridley‐
Thomas introduced a motion to 
invest $3.5 million for the 
County to develop the first ever 
Countywide Parks and 
Recreation Needs Assessment.
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Countywide Parks and Recreation 
Needs Assessment (2015-2016)

 Considers parks and 
open space as key 
infrastructure needed 
to maintain and 
improve the quality of 
life for all County 
residents

 Uses a new series of 
metrics to determine 
park need

 Emphasizes both 
community priorities 
and deferred 
maintenance projects
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Countywide Parks and Recreation 
Needs Assessment (2015-2016)

Parks & Open Space
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Study Areas and Inventory

188 study areas
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Inventory
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Park Metrics
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Park Metrics
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Park Metrics
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Park Metrics
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No Park

Countywide Need Level – Methodology

% Population in 
High or Very 
High Need

Amenity 
Condition

Population 
Threshold

Countywide 
Need 
Level
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 Workshops for 177 study areas 
held between December 2015 
and February 2016

 Each meeting generated a list 
of 10 prioritized projects for 
the study area:

• Participants reviewed park metrics 
for their study area, along with 
relevant community profile data

• Participants helped generate a list 
of potential park projects

• Participants prioritized 10 projects

Community Engagement Summary
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 Nearly 4,000 projects in all 
were considered by meeting 
attendees 

 10 projects were prioritized 
in each study area, for a 
total of nearly 1,800 
prioritized projects 
countywide

Prioritized Projects
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Prioritized Projects
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Cost Estimate
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Board of Supervisors Meeting

 On May 3, 2016, the County Board of Supervisors was 
presented with:

 The executive summary of the Countywide Park Needs 
Assessment

 A report on the potential park funding measure
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Potential Park Funding Ballot Measure 
(2016)

• The development of the potential 
park funding measure was 
kickstarted in August 2015 when 
Supervisors Hilda Solis and Sheila 
Kuehl introduced a motion to:

• Identify current park and 
recreation funding sources

• Recommend a mechanism and 
expenditure framework to 
fund future park and 
recreation projects
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Support for Local Park Funding
 Polling conducted in December 2015 indicates strong support 
for local park funding.

 Overall, 69% of likely voters would initially vote YES in favor of 
a park funding ballot measure. That number jumps to 75%
after voters were educated about the ballot measure.
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 Roughly 3 out of 4 voters perceive a need for additional 
funding for parks and recreation, with more than half of those 
saying GREAT NEED.

Support for Local Park Funding
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Next Steps

 On June 21, 2016, the County Board of Supervisors will 
review and take action on the potential park funding 
measure.

 This action will determine whether the measure is 
placed on the November 2016 ballot. 
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Additional Resources

 The final report of the Countywide Park Needs 
Assessment is available at:   
http://lacountyparkneeds.org

 The report on the potential park funding measure is 
available at: 
http://file.lacounty.gov/bos/supdocs/103452.pdf

 For more information about Prop A and the potential 
park funding measure, visit the LA County Regional Park 
and Open Space District website: 
http://rposd.lacounty.gov
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Questions?



Thank you!


